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ED FIRTISEIMENST 


CONCEIYVING that Mr. Owen's Sermon, preached at 
Warrington, on the 30th of January, and juſt publiſhed, is calcu- 
tated to make wrong impreſſions upon the minds of ſome perſons, who 
hade not paid much attention to the Jubjeet of civil and religious 
liberty, and, particularly, to convey an unfavourable and unjuſt 


idea of the Di enters, I think it defirable that ſome public notice ſhould 


be taken of that Diſcourſe, in order to counteract its injurious tendency ; 
and, from local fituation and circumſtances, J feel myſelf particularly 
called upon to undertake this office, though Jan 1 it might 
have fallen into much abler hands. : ; 
1t may be proper, however, to premiſe, that whatever 1 advance 
ought to be regarded only as the language of an individual. The 
Digenters have, in ſome inſtances, been injured, by the ſentiments or 
expreſſions of ſingle perſons being imputed to the whole body; whereas 
it ought to be conſidered, that ave all think for ourſelves, independantly 
of each other; that we have no common creed, except the ſcriptures ; 
nor any bond of union but mutual Charity, joined to the love of 
Truth and Liberty. Upon theſe grounds, indeed, a general coin- 
cidence of wviews may be expected among us, upon the great unalienable 
rights of human nature; but, upon all ſubordinate queſtions, we 
conſiſtently may, and in fact do, hold various opinions, | 

IF I ſhould have occaſion, therefore, in the following pages, , to 
mention the general wiews of Proteſtant Diſſenters upon any particu- 
lar points, it cannot be ſuppoſed that I ſhould expreſs the ideas of 
every individual among them; but I will honeſtly give their prevail- 
ing ſentiments, /o far as I am acquainted with them. 

Mr. Owen's conceſſion, in the latter part of the 4 
prefixed io his Sermon, may be thought entitled do ſome notice here : 
eſpecially as it is made to us under the idea of determined adver- 
ſaries. I preſume we are none of us perſonal adverſaries, either to 
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Mr. fo er to any other Member of the tabl, bed Church. We may 
think it our duty to oppoſe, by fair argument, ewhatever appears io us 


to be founded in error, though it be ſanctioned by the higheſt authority 
of fallible men: bat we diſclaim all motives, herein, except a ſacred 
regard io truth, and the beſt intereſts of mankind. However, though 


My. Owen conſiders us as adverſaries, he declares, * if I could 
e pofſibly conceive that further indulgences could be granted to the ' 


« Difjenters,. without injuring our Eftabliſhment, or that there could 
&« be a decent competence provided for their Miniſters and us, within 
« the Eftabliſhment (which I am certain is not the caſe in the preſent. 
& impoveriſhed ſtate of the church) I ſhould abhor myſelf as an 
e ;lliberal, ſelfjp fellow-citizen, if I uttered one word, or wwrote one 
4“ line to hurt or oppoſe them.” The leaft that can be ſaid, in an- 
faver to this, is, ſurely, to thank Mr. Owen for his benevolence ; 
but, at the ſame time, I would remind him, that it auill be time 
enough to take the danger of the Church Revenues into conſideration, 
avben the Diſenters put in a claim for their ſhare of them. They do 
not at preſent aſe any ſuch thing ; nor, 1 preſume, have the moſt 
diſtant intention of doing it. It is, undoubtedly, a real hardſhip 
and injuſtice, that they ſhould be compelled to contribute their propor- 
tion to the ſupport of a church, with which they cannot conſeienti- 
ouſly hold communion. To this, however, they ſubmit ; and are, 
Further, both able and willing to maintain their own Miniſters ; not 
indeed in external ſplendour and affuence, but in ſuch a way as they 
think anfers the end of ſupporting religion, quite as well as if they 


had a number of Sinecures, or rich Prebendaries and Biſhopricks to. 


beſtow. Nor do J, as an individual Diſenting Minifter, even wiſh 
to ſee the ſituation of our order ſo far changed, as ta render us inde- 
pendant of the Liberality and Support of our People. But Mr. Owen 
appears to have different ideas upon this ſubjet : and I think it is a 
fair conclufton from his own words, that the fear of lofing any part 
of the emoluments or provifions of the church is one of the principal 
reaſons vhich induce him, either to ſpeak, or write, in oppoſition to 
the Difenter fo : 


— e nnn 


OKSERVATLIONSE 


UPON 


Tur Rev. Ms, OWEN's SERMON. _ 


II gives me pleaſure to obſerve that Mr. Owen, 


after profeſſing himſelf a friend to liberty, both 
civil and religious, enters upon his ſubje& with 
laying down a number of propoſitions, in the gene- 
ral purport of which I perfectly concur with him; 
and I hope theſe may be conſidered, and recur- 
red to, therefore, as eſtabliſhed principles which 


ought to be deciſive upon all points to which 


they apply. I believe the diſſenters are, collec- 


tively conſidered, as firmly attached to the genuine 


conſtitution of this country, as any of their fellow- 
citizens; and if true patriotiſm conſiſt, according 


to Mr. Owen's definition, in ſtudying to maintain 


that equipoiſe between the three orders of King, 
Lords and Commons, which is neceſſary to give 
them an effective and beneficial co-operation, I 
apprehend they may, upon this principle, found as 
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juſt a claim, as any other deſcription of Britiſh 
ſubjects, to the character of patriots. 
I feel myſelf peculiarly pleaſed to find Mr. 
Owen, p. 7, ſpeaking of the exerciſe of private 
judgment as ibe ground of all Proteſtantiſm. How 


the eſtabliſhed Church -is adapted to the exerciſe 


of private judgment, it is not incumbent upon me 
to explain; but when this is repreſented as an 
excellency of the eſtabliſhment, I conclude the 
right of private judgment is clearly allowed ; and I 
agree in the ſentiment that zhis is the ground of all 
Proteſtantiſm. It is obvious to remark then, that 
our diſſent from the eſtabliſhed Church ſtands upon 
the very ſame ground as Proteſtantiſm itſelf; and 


is fully juſtified by the fame principle. If we have a 


right to judge for ourſelves in matters of religion, 
then no man, or body of men, can juſtlyj attempt 


authoritatively to preſcribe to us articles of faith 


or modes of worſhip, nor ſubje& us to any kind 
of diſabilities or hardſhips, on account of our exerci- 


ſing what is allowed to be a right. Upon this 


ground, we proteſt againſt all interference of the 
civil power in things purely religious, and con- 
fider every inſtance of it as an unjuſt uſurpation. 
We acknowledge no head of the church but 
Chriſt, His goſpel alone we regard as our rule of 
faith and conduct; and eſteem it not only the 
right, but the duty of every man to read and 
interpret the ſcriptures for himſelf, according to 
his beſt judgment. A pretence to infallibility is 
h the 
leaſt 


7-4 
leaſt ſhadow of reaſon, aſſume an authority to 
direct the faith of others: but I have never heard 
that any members of the Church of England have 
avowed ſuch a pretenſion: if they ſhould, the 
Church of Rome has, upon this point, a prior, 
and more plauſible claim. 

Diſmiſſing, however, theſe general topics; I ſhall 
proceed to accompany Mr. Owen through ſome 
of the moſt material parts of his Sermon, and the 
notes annexed to it, deſiring the reader to keep in 
' remembrance, that two propoſitions are eſtabliſhed 
as a ground-work, viz. that true patriotiſm con- 
ſiſts in ſtudying to preſerve, an equipoiſe between 
the three orders of the Legiſlature, and that the 
exerciſe of private een is the ground of all 


Proteſtantiſm. | 
Mr. Owen allows, p. 8, with reference to the 


accompliſnment of ſeveral important events in the 
| hiſtory of this country, that * in all theſe the 
ce the diſſenters have indeed their merit; as being 
« zealous friends both to civil and religious liberty. 
« But (he adds) their misfortune is, that their 
« zeal has ever been intemperate. They have ever 
c mixed with their love of liberty ſome other views 
« and motives, which the lovers of conſtitutional 
ce peace and order never could adopt.” This is, 
as yet, mere unſupported aſſertion, and therefore 
entitled to little regard. If Mr. Owen conſiders the 
obſervations which he afterwards makes upon the 
conduct of the diſſenters, on the ſeveral important 


occaſions alluded to, as confirming theſe general 
B-4 1 declarations, 
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declarations, I am willing to leave their truth or 


falſehood to that iſſue. He immediately proceeds, 


however, in the ſame ſtrain, with ſaying © that they 
e (the diſſenters) have too much of a republican 
ce ſpirit in their idea of civil liberty; and in their 
ce notion of religious liberty they have too great a 


4 fondneſs for novelty, variety and changeableneſs of 


«ſyſtem and opinion. Here again we have nothing 
but bare aſſertion, without any thing like the 
ſhadow of proof. Perhaps I may, without any great 
breach of modeſty, preſume upon being as well 
acquainted with the views and principles of the 


diſſenters, as Mr. Owen can be ſuppoſed to be; 


and I ſcruple not to declare, that I believe they 
have not, in general, more of a republican ſpirit, 
than is conſiſtent with the true conſtitution of this 
country. If it be their prevailing opinion that the 
equipoiſe between the three orders of the Legiſla- 
ture 1s not at preſent maintained, fo as to give them 
the moſt beneficial co-operation of which they are 
capable; I apprehend there are many others who 


agree with them in this ſentiment, and in earneſtly 


wiſhing to ſee the venality and corruption, which are 


fo notoriouſly prevalent, annthilated, and the glaring 


inequality of our repreſentation rectified, in order to 
reſtore to the Houſe of Commons its proper energy 


and dignity. With reſpect to the latter part of 


Mr. Owen's aſſertion, that the diſſenters have too 
oreat a fondneſs for novelty, &c. in their notion of 


religious liberty, I ſhall only obſerve, that I pre- 


ſume they do not embrace any opinions GE on 


14. 1 


account, either of their novelty," or ee ; at leaſt, 
that this is not more the caſe with them than with 


the members of the eſtabliſhed Church. If they 
have greater variety of opinions, it is but the na- 


tural conſequence of that free exerciſe of private 


judgment which is more encouraged among them; 
and which, ſurely, Mr. Owen cannot ſeriouſly mean 
to cenſure, as it would be contradicting one of his 
own fundamental principles. 


« Extremes (we are told, p. 8.) beget extremes. 
« Their exceſſes I think, begat correſpondent ex- 
cs ceſſes in ſome miſtaken, over- zealous church 


te men.” &c. The propoſition | itſelf is juſt; but 


the application of it is partial. Allowing that 


there have been exceſſes on both ſides, why ſhould 
it be preſumed that the exceſſes of the diſſenters 
produced thoſe of the church-men, any more than 


that thoſe of the church-men begat correſpondent 
ones among the diſſenters? I think the exceſſes 
on the part of the Church have been, at leaſt, as 


great, both in principles and conduct, as any that 
have appeared among the diſſenters.“ Our fore- 
fathers had 8 experience of the miſguided 


A⁊cal and intolerance of the Church, in former periods, 
in the violent perſecutions which they ſuffered; and 


I conſider all the penal ſtatutes, reſpecting religion, 
which ſtill ſubſiſt, as ſtanding proofs of a miſtaken 


* Has any more extravagant principle ever been advanced 
by a diſſenter than that of Parker, Biſhop of Oxford, who 
| declared that the King was ſuperior to Chritt ? 
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zeal for the Church : while any of theſe remain in 


force, I cannot agree with Mr. Owen that this 


ſpirit is no more. In the charges which have hi- 
therto been brought againſt the diſſenters, 'we have 
had nothing but bold aſſertions: now, however, 
we come to the proofs; and if theſe ſhould fail, the 
whole muſt of courſe fall to the ground. Mr. Owen 


begins with the reformation; and, after acknow- 


ledging that the animated efforts of the diſſenters | 
againſt Romiſh ſuperſtition were then exceedingly 
uſeful,* he adds, p. 9, “ but they ſhould have 
« conſidered at that time, that it anſwered all the 
« purpoſes of emancipation from Papal ſlavery, that 
« we had a decent, rational, and pious Liturgy, 
te eſtabliſhed by national authority, to which all 


cc peaceable citizens ſhould ſubmit, &c.” p. 10, 11. 


« No; but this would not ſatisfy their exuberant 
« zeal; they could not bear the leaſt reſemblance 


ea to the tyrant-church, which had ſo long oppreſ- 


* It may not be improper to lay before the reader the 
judgment of a Divine, of the Church of England, upon the 
eminent uſefulneſs of the diſſenters, not only in promoting the 
reformation, but in afterwards ſupporting its principles, and by 
this means actually ſecuring the eſtabliſhed Church. If we 
«© would but open our eyes, we ſhould ſee that we are beholden 
« to the diſſenters for the continuance of a great part of our 
« theological principles; for if the high church-men had had 
* no checks, they would have brought in Popery before this 
« time, by their over-valuing pomp and ceremony in divine 
« worſhip : ſo that if there had been no diſſenters, the Church of 
« England had been long fince ruined.” Edwards's Preacher, 


ce ſeq. 
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ce ſed and enſlaved them; and this too, even in 
« uſages and doctrines which had primitive au- 
ce thority; as epiſcopacy, regular ordination, bap- 
« tiſm, confirmation, and ſome other things of 
cc real value in religion.“ 

Here it ſeems Mr. Owen carries his idea of the 
reformation that was wanted, at leaſt with reſpect 
to the principle of it, no further than merely to 
an exchange of Papal ſlavery, for ſubjection to 
a ſimilar authority exerciſed at home. How he 
can maintain his firſt poſition, that © the exerciſe of 
private judgment is the ground of all Proteſtantiſm,” 
and yet, while he avows himſelf a Proteſtant, de- 
clare that all peaceable citizens ſhould ſubmit to 
any particular form of worſhip, whether eſtabliſhed 
by national authority or not, is to me incompre- 


I perceive here a material omiſſion, or change- of a word, 

ſince the Sermon was preached, which Mr. Owen ſhould excuſe 
my noticing, in order to juſtify, in one inſtance, the charge 
of miſrepreſentation ; which, he ſays, he has been told, the 
diſſenters imputed to his Sermon, as it was delivered in the 
pulpit. Primitive authority” is a very indefinite expreſſion; 
but I well remember that apgfolic authority was then mentioned, 
as applied to epiſcopacy, regular ordination, baptiſm, confirm- 
ation, and other things of real value in religion. I preſume 
Mr. Owen's meaning muſt be underſtood to have been, that theſe 
offices and rites, as they are now conducted in the Church of 
England, were ſupported by apoſtolic authority ; but as he has 
now withdrawn that aſſertion, perhaps from a conſciouſneſs that 
it was an error, or miſrepreſentation, it might ſeem invidious to 
enter into any particular diſcuſſion of the ſubject. „ 
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henſible. If theſe two principles be not inconſiſtent 
with each other, I have not the ingenuity to recon- 


eile them together. The diſſenters extend their 
ideas of reformation much further than this; nor 


will ever think it complete till religion ceaſes to be 
made an engine of ſtate policy, till it is freed from 
the controul of human authority, and placed upon 
its proper foundation, as a concern that lies between 
every man's conſcience and his God. 


Whether or not the Liturgy of the Church of 


England is deſerving of all the epithets which Mr. 


Owen has given it, is a queſtion, in ſome degree, 


foreign to my preſent purpoſe: I ſhall, therefore, 


content myſelf, upon this ſubje&, with acknowledg- 


ing, on the one hand, that there are certainly many 
excellencies in it; and with declaring, on the other, 
that there are likewiſe many things, which the 


more liberal and enlightened members of the Church 


earneſtly wiſh to ſee further reformed. 
The note, p. 10, 11, contains much curious 


matter, and cannot be paſſed over in ſilence. 


Why < the principle which the diſſenters openly 


tc ayow, of making religion independant of the civil 


ce magiſtrate, ſhould be of itſelf ſufficient to ruin their 
ce cauſe,” I confeſs I am at a loſs to account for, upon 


any rational or ſcriptural grounds. Theſe, indeed, are 


not the grounds on which Mr. Owen (to do him 
Juſtice) attempts to ſtand on this occafion ; but he 
appeals, in effect, to the power and policy of the legi- 
ſlature, ſaying, ce it will ſurely never give up a 
5 privilege which it recovered and eſtabliſhed, in a 


cc ruder 7 
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1 4 1 | 
e ruder age, above two hundred years ago, i. e. 
ce its ſupremacy in all cauſes, and over all perſons, civil 


< and ecclefiaſtical.” If this were to be conſidered 
as a matter in which reaſon and juſtice ought to 


decide, I apprehend it might be brought to a peedy 


iſſue: but if eccleſiaſtical authority is to be de- 
fended by right of conqueſt, that alters the caſe, and 
I will not ſay that giving it up would not be relin- 
quiſhing ſome degree of power to injure and op- 
preſs. However, the conſideration that this eccle- 
ſiaſtical authority was © recovered and eſtabliſhed, 
in a ruder age, is ſurely no great recommendation 
of it in the preſent day ; but rather affords a pre- 


ſumptive argument, that the exerciſe of it muſt 


be capable of improvement in theſe more enlight- 
ened times. This © ſupremacy,” however, © in all 
cauſes, and over all perſons, civil and eccigſiaſtical, 


Mr. Owen adds, © is a right inherent in all ſtates 


and neceflary to their exiſtence.” If it be con- 
ſidered as extending to matters of faith and the 
worſhip of God, or to any thing purely religious, 
which ſeems to be Mr. Owen's idea, from what 
follows, then it would have been kind in him to 


have ſhown, in condeſcenſion to the ignorance of 


thoſe perſons who do not underſtand it, how this 


1s neceſſary to the exiſtence of a ſtate. Taking it, 


however, for granted, as a fact, he goes on to ik 
ce there will indeed be an occaſion, either for 


< lenity, or ſeverity, in reſtraining ſuch as diſpute 


e this authority, according to the degfces of their 
« folly, perverſeneſs or gy: ” 7. e. in other 
Words, 
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words, according to the conſtancy and firmneſs 


with which they adhere to the dictates of their 


conſciences, and reſiſt an authority, which they 
conſider as an impious uſurpation upon thoſe ſacred 
rights which ought not to be given 155 to 2 ma, 
or body of men. 

Here Mr. Owen boldly ſtands forth as a cham- 
pion, in defence of perſecution on the account of 
religion. But to talk of lenity, in ſuch a caſe, is, in 
my opinion, a very abſurd idea. If perſecution 
can be vindicated in one degree, the ſame principle 


will hold good in another; and certainly the moſt 


effectual way of accompliſhing its end, viz. that 
of ſuppreſſing or exterminating ſects, is to apply, 


at once, the wholeſome ſeverities, as they were for- 


merly eſteemed, of hanging, burning, confiſcation, 
impriſonment, loſs of eſtate, liberty and life.” * 
The next part of Mr. Owen's note, which I 
ſhall remark upon, is extremely curious ; « There 
« is as much danger (ſays he) of confuſion, in ſuf- 


* Lord Mansfield, upon a particular occaſion, expreſſed 
himſelf in the Houſe of Lords, in the following happy ſtrain of 
juſt eloquence. © What blood-ſhed and confuſion have been occa- 
ſioned, from the reign of Henry IV. when the firſt penal 
ſtatutes were enacted, down to the revolution, in this kingdom, 
by laws made to force conſcience! There is nothing certainly 
more unreaſonable, more inconſiſtent with the rights of human 
nature, more contrary to the ſpirit and precepts of the chriſtian 
religion, more iniquitous and unjuſt, more impolitic than per- 
ſecution. It is againſt natural | religion „revealed religion and feund 
policy.” Appendix 1 to F vrneaux” $ Letters to Judge Blackſtone. 


ce fering 
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* fering every man to become his own pope, 2. e. 


cc to form his own religion, or to have no religion 


ce at all, according to his own choice, or caprice, 


ce or impulſe of paſſion or prejudice, as there is of 
« tyranny in admitting the Pope's claim to an ab- 
ce ſolute monarchy over the judgments and conſci- 
ce ences of mankind.” Here again Mr. Owen 
' ſeems to come forward as an advocate for an Engliſh 
though not for a Romiſh papal authority, in matters 


of religion; and if every man ſhould be freely 


allowed that exerciſe of private judgment, which is 
the ground of all proteſtantiſm (for in fact all the hard 
names he has uſed imply no more) he would conſi- 
der this as a cataſtrophe to be dreaded no leſs than 


the reſtoration of Popiſh Hranny. However, as 
eccleſiaſtical authority is ſo neceſſary, in Mr. 


Owen's apprehenſion, to direct the faith and wor- 
ſhip of the nation, I ſhould have been glad if he 
had informed us where this authority is lodged ; 
for, according to what I have heard, or read upon 


the ſubject, this ſeems to be a point almoſt as little 
determined, in the Church. of England, as the ſeat 


of infallibility in the Church of Rome. 

Note, p. 11. Mr. Owen finds great fault with 
the manner in which the author of a pamphlet, 
entitled, The Right of Proteſtant Diſſenters to a com- 
plete Toleration aſſerted, has anſwered Biſhop War- 
burton's alliance; and particularly remarks upon 
his frange concluſion, viz. © it is with pleaſure I turn 
« from a Biſhop whoſe ſyſtem ſavours ſo much more 

« of tyranny, than of chriſtianity”. If Mr. Owen 
| Es had 


L 16 J 
had attempted to expoſe the fallacy of that author's 
quibbling objections, as he calls them, he might 
have left his readers to judge for themſelves, with- 
out founding their opinion ſo much upon his autho- 
rity ; but as he has not done this, I ſhall only obſerve, 
that I think Mr. Owen's concluſion of his note, at 
leaſt, equally ſtrange with that above-mentioned ; 
ce and whom does he then turn to? why to the 
ce liberal Mr. Archdeacon Paley, whom he com- 
© mends as far as he likes his principles, and no 
ce further. This ſtrikes me as a new kind of 
Popery, that perſons ſhould be entitled to implicit 
commendation, as well as faith, without the concur- 
rence of a man's own judgment; and it would 
have been matter of curious information, if Mr. 
Owen had acquainted the public what rank in the 
Church gives a man this privilege, and ſhown, in 
regular gradation, to what degrees of implicit 
commendation the different orders of the dignified 
clergy are entitled. | | 
Mr. Owen proceeds, p. 12, to conſider the conduct 
of the diſſenters in their oppoſition to Charles I. 
and in the early ſtages of this buſineſs, he allows 
they had merit, © in reſiſting the exorbitant claims 
« of regal prerogative and church power. But 
« then their merit here was but ſecondary.” i. e. as 
he afterwards explains himſelf, they had not the 
ſole merit of executing this uſeful work, which I 
ſuppoſe none of them ever claimed. But, © having, 


* Riſum tencatis amici? 


by 


* 
1 
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te by various artifices and falſehoods (fo cays Þ Mr. 
« Owen) got the lead in public meaſures, they 
ce never reſted, until they had wrought all thoſe diſ- 
« orders, calamities, and remorſeleſs barbarities, 
te which you have deplored in this day's ſervice.” 


I apprehend, in the firſt inſtance, that theſe dif. 


orders are unjuſtly imputed to the diſſenters as 
| a religious body; for it was the army that con- 


ducted this tragical buſineſs ; and, perhaps, more 
under the inſtigation of political ambition, than 


religious enthuſiaſm, But, at any rate, theſe mea- 
ſures are very erroneouſly charged. upon the gene- 
ral body of the diſſenters; for it is a notorious fact 
that the preſpyterians oppoſed the violent death of 
the king with all their influence, Biſhop Burnet 
ſays, & The preſbyterians were much againſt it, 
« and were every where faſting and praying for the 
« king's preſervation.”* And Archdeacon Echard 


fays, „Cromwell firſt pulled down the preſbyte- 


Ee. rians, and then deſtroyed the king — and that 
c almoſt all the preſbyterian miniſters in London, 


cc and very many in the ſeveral counties, and a few _ 


of the independants themſelves, declared againſt 
the deſign in their ſermons, in conferences, in 
c monitory letters, petitions, proteſtations and 
c public remonſtrances: they earneſtly begged, 
ce that, contrary to ſo many calls and imprecations, 
« contrary to public and private faith, &c. 
c they would not defile their own hands, and the 


* Hiſtory of his own times, nt II. p. 31. 
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« kingdom, with royal blood.” * Abundant proof 
of the ſame might likewiſe be produced from Cla- 
rendon, Rapin, &c. if it were neceſſary. 
Allowing, however, that one particular claſs of 
diſſenters, influenced by a raſh religious zeal, acted 
in this inſtance: exceedingly wrong; is a ſingle fact 
a ſufficient ground on which to advance an unqua- 


=_ lified and univerſal charge againſt the diſſenters, 
- that their zeal has ever been intemperate ? Upon the 


Y ſame principle, we might look back to the days 
= of Gardiner and Bonner, and draw a general con- 
cluſion from their conduct, that Biſhops have ever 


8 
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been a perſecuting, cruel and blood-thirſty race. 
8 Mr. Owen proceeds, p. 12, 13, to the reſtora- 
; tion of Charles II. where he cautiouſty conceals | | 
the peculiar merit of the diſſenters, though he 
: cannot be ignorant that they were the principal 


agents in that tranſaction. Biſhop Burnet expreſsly 
mentions five perſons, all preſbyterians, who had 
the chief hand in the reſtoration. T Hume ſays, . 
The preſbyterians and the royaliſts, being united, 
tc formed the voice of the nation, which called for the 
« king's reſtoration ;” adding, « that the kingdom 
ce was almoſt entirely in the hands of the former 
party, i. e. the preſbyterians.” 4 Says another 
hiſtorian, The preſbyterians were the ſole cauſe 


e n 


* Echard's Hiſt. of England, p. 654, 708. 
+ Hiſtory of his own Times, - vol. II. p. 242, marg, note. 
2 Hiſtory of Great Britain, vol. II. p. 113. 
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E 

_ © of the reſtoration. I do not ſay helpers towards 
cc it, but cauſers of it; and that it would not, could 
not, have been brought about by any other party.— 
Through the whole tranſaction there was ſcarce 


& any one agent, who was not a preſbyterian, above 


ce the character of a letter carrier.” And how were 
theſe eminent ſervices of the preſbyterians rewarded? 


Why, ſcarce two years had elapſed, before, through 


the influence of tyrannical and bigoted prelates, the 
Act of Uniformity was, by a ſmall majority, paſſed 


into a law, in direct violation of the king's decla- 


ration from Breda, in which he had ſolemnly pro- 


miſed liberty to tender conſciences ; and that no man 


ſhould be diſquieted for differences of opinion in matters 
of religion, which did not diſturb the peace of the 


kingdom. By this AQ, © two thouſand of our mi- 


c niſters, the very men who had ſo ſucceſsfully 
« helped forward the king's reſtoration, were caſt 
« out of their livings; and expoſed, with their 
« diſtreſſed families, to innumerable ſufferings. 
« To ſpeak any thing derogatory of the Common 


« Prayer was puniſhed, for the firſt offence, with 
« a whole year's impriſonment, without bail or 


ce mainprize ; and the ſecond offence with impri- 
« ſonment for life. The meeting for religious 
_ « worſhip, in any ſeparate aſſemblies, was puniſh- 
ec able with ſevere fines, with impriſonment and 
c baniſhment.” The gaols were conſequently 
ſoon filled with the unbappy reftorers of this 


* Critic. Hiſt, of England, vol. II. p. 307, 308. 
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ungrateful king: their houſes were pillaged 5 
their families reduced to beggary and want. An 
eſtimate was publiſhed of near eight thouſand pro- 
teſtant diſſenters who periſhed in priſon, in their 
ſufferings on a religious account, during the reign 
of this perfidious prince: and by ſevere penalties | 
inflicted upon them, for no other crime but aſſem- 
bling to worſhip God, they ſuffered, in their trades 
and eſtates, in the compals of a ow years, at leaſt, 
it is ſaid, two millions.“ 

Mr. Owen again commends the diſſenters, p. 18, 
for the part they acted with reſpect to the Bill of 
excluſion and the Revolution; adding, * and they 
« had their reward, as COMPLETE A TOLERATION AS 
c good order will admit of.” A toleration that 
required all difſenting teachers and ſchool-maſters, 
as a qualification for the exerciſe of their reſpective 
functions, to ſubſcribe the doctrinal articles of the. 
church of England; that continued ſeveral penal 
| ſtatutes reſpecting religion, which it would ſhock 
humanity to execute; and under which the diſſen- 
ters were ſtill ſubje& to the diſabilities and hard- 
ſhips of the Teſt and Corporation Acts; the 
repeal of which they have not yet been able to 
obtain, though it is a notorious fact that they are 
not the perſons againſt whom theſe laws were 
originally intended to operate. It is plain that king 
* himſelf wiſned entirely to aboliſh religious : 


* 


* Critic, Hiſt. of England, p. 2 ; and Neal's Hiſt. Purit. 
n 


diſtinct ions 


diſtinctions among his proteſtant ſubjects, as affect- 
ing their civil capacities, and to admit them all 
equally to the participation of public offices. To 
this purpoſe he expreſſed himſelf, in a ſpeech. to 
both Houſes of Parliament, ſoon after his acceſſion 
to the throne; «© I am, with all the expedition I 
te can, filling up the vacancies that are in offices of 
« truſt, by this revolution. I hope you are ſenſi- 
ce ble there is a neceſſity of ſome law, to ſettle the 


tc oaths to be taken by all perſons to be admitted 


© to ſuch places. I recommend it to your care 
cc to make a ſpeedy proviſion for it; 
cc doubt not but you will ſufficiently provide againſt 
& Papiſts, /o 1 hope you will leave room for the ad- 
«© miſſion of all Proteſtants that are able and willing 
«to ſerve. This conjunction in my ' ſervice will 
« tend to the better uniting you among yourſelves, 
« and the ſtrengthening you againſt your common 


; $I : * 
« adverſaries.” * By one means or another, how- 


ever, the wiſh of this illuſtrious king, fo n, 
expreſſed, was diſappointed. — _ 

After mentioning the toleration which the diſſen- 
ters obtained in the reign of William III. « as a 
ce privilege not merited by any particular ſervices or 


c talents of theirs &c. but generouſly extended and 


ce indulged to them” Mr. Owen proceeds to obſerve 
that © it has ever been their misfortune to conſider 
it as a right, not an indulgence; and ſays, p. 14, 


that “ upon every favourable occaſion, they have 


cc been labouring with indefatigable aſſiduity to be 
Lords“ Journ. vol. XIV. P. 150. 
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ungrateful king: their houſes were pillaged: 
their families reduced to beggary and want. An 
eſtimate was publiſned of near eight tbouſand pro- 
teſtant diſſenters who periſhed in priſon, in their 


ſufferings on a religious account, during the reign 


of this perfidious prince: and by ſevere penalties 
inflicted upon them, for no other crime but aſſem- 


bling to worſhip God, they ſuffered, in their trades 
and eſtates, in the compaſs of a few years, at teaft, 


it is ſaid, two millions.“ 


Mr. Owen again commends the dies, p. 18, 
for the part they acted with reſpect to the Bill of 


excluſion and the Revolution; adding, ce and they 
« had their reward, as COMPLETE A TOLERATION as 
c good order will admit of.” A toleration that 


required all difſenting teachers and ſchool-maſters, . 
as a qualification for the exerciſe of their reſpective 


functions, to ſubſcribe the doctrinal articles of the 
church of England ; that continued ſeveral penal 
ſtatutes reſpecting religion, which it would ſhock 


humanity to execute; and under which the diſſen- 


ters were ſtil] ſubje& to the diſabilities and hard- 
ſhips of the Teſt and Corporation Acts; the 


repeal of which they have not yet been able to 


obtain, though it is a notorious fact that they are 
not the perſons againſt whom theſe laws were 
originally intended to operate. It is plain that king 
Wn himſelf wiſhed entirely to aboliſh As 


* Critic, Hiſt. of England, p. 411; and Neal's Hiſt. Purit, 
vol. IV. p. 544- 
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diſtinctions among his proteſtant ſubjects, as affect- 
ing their civil capacities, and to admit them all 
equally to the participation of public offices. To 


this purpoſe he expreſſed himſelf, in a ſpeech. to 


both Houſes of Parliament, ſoon after his acceſſion 
to the throne; © I am, with all the expedition I 
ce can, filling up the vacancies that are in offices of 
« truſt, by this revolution. I hope you are ſenſi- 
ce ble there is a neceſſity of ſome law, to ſettle the 
tc oaths to be taken by all perſons to be admitted 
ce to ſuch places. I recommend it to your care 
ce to make a ſpeedy proviſion for it; and, as I 
ce doubt not but you will ſufficiently provide againſt 
c Papiſts, /o 7 hope you will leave room for the ad- 


c miſſion of all Proteſtants that are able and willing 


10 ſerve. This conjunction in my ' ſervice will 
* tend to the better uniting you among yourſelves, 


« and the ſtrengthening you againſt your common 
PY wy ; ; * 
c adverſaries.”* By one means or another, how- 


ever, the wiſh of this illuſtrious king, fo Prey 
expreſſed, was diſappointed. 

After mentioning the toleration which the difſen- 
ters obtained in the reign of William III. « as a 
< privilege not merited by any particular ſervices or 
cc talents of theirs &c. but generouſly extended and 
cc indulged to them Mr. Owen proceeds to obſerve 
that © it has ever been their misfortune to conſider 
it as a right, not an indulgence; and ſays, p. 14, 


that © upon every favourable occaſion, they have 
| © been labouring with indefatigable aſſiduity to be 


* Lords* Journ. vol. XIV. p. 150. 5 


« put upon an equal footing with the eſtabliſhed 
« church, though they have never endeavoured to 
ce ſhow, that I know of, how this is conliſtent with 
ce the peace and order of the community.“ 

I do not know that the diſſenters have ever ex- 
preſſed a wiſh to be put upon an equal footing, in 
all reſpects, with the members of the eſtabliſhed 
church; but full liberty of conſcience, , and the 
common privileges of good citizens, they certainly 
do conſider (whether it be their msfortune or not) 
as their right; and they conceive. that their enjoy- 
ment of this right would not only be conſiſtent with, 
but conducive to the true welfare of their country. 
They believe, with Lord Chatham, that “ hiſtory 
« affords no proof that ſects have ever been 
te miſchievous, when they were not oppreſſed and 
cc perſecuted by the ruling church; * and with 
reſpect to the particular object which they 
are now purſuing, viz. the repeal of the Teſt and 
Corporation Acts, I think the ſafety of the meaſure, 
both with reſpect to the church and ſtate, is ſuffi- 
ciently illuſtrated by the author of The Right of : 
Proteftant Diſſenters ta a complete Toleration, &c. in 
his fifth chapter, which is written profeſſedly upon 
this ſubject. If abſolute proof, grounded upon fact, 
be neceſſary, we are furniſhed with it, by the neigh- 
bouring kingdom of Ireland, where the Teſt Laws 
have been repealed, for ſeveral years, without the 
leaſt inconvenience to the church or ſtate, though 


Parliamentary Debates for 1772. 
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the diſſenters there are more numerous * than the 


members of the eſtabliſhed church, and conſe- 


-quently the danger, if any exiſted, muſt have been 
proportionably greater. 


ao 


Mr. Owen proceeds, p. 14, Kc. to ji parti- 


cular conſideration of the Teſt and Corporation 
Acts, and endeavours to ſhow that, in the ſtate of 


things at the time when theſe acts were paſſed, 


a ſecurity to the eſtabliſhed religion in general could 


not be wrong, but was even neceſſary; after which, 
he attempts to juſtify theſe particular acts, calcu- 
lated for that purpoſe, and to ſhow that, notwith- 
ſtanding the noiſe and buſtle made by the diſſenters, 

the hardſhips chey complain of are rather 1 
than real. 


With reſpect to the firſt poſition, 1 think no 


diſſenter ever paſſed a more ſevere cenſure upon the 


eſtabliſned church, than to ſay that. it ſtands in 


need of ſuch ſupport as theſe perſecuting laws. 


They are only crazy buildings that have occaſion 


for buttreſſes. If therefore the church of England 


be a firm, well connected edifice, founded on reaſon 
and ſcripture, it will ſtand upon its own foundation, 
without any collateral ſecurity; and if it be not, 
then it ſurely is not worth ſupporting at the expenſe 
of juſtice, and the common rights of mankind. 

But even allowing that it muſt be ſupported at 
all events. it requires no laboured n to 


4 Vid. Campbell's Anſwer to the Biſhop of Cloyne, + on the 


: preſent State of the Church of Ireland. 
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ſhow has the acts in queſtion. are not adapted to 
this purpoſe : for, it is evident that a teſt can only 
exclude upright and conſcientious men from public 


offices, who are leaſt likely to attempt to undermine 


the church; while it will be no reſtraint at all to 
the unprincipled and profligate, who aloe are 
capable of forming and executing ſecret plots. In 
order to illuſtrate the neceſſity of ſecuring the 
church, Mr. Owen ſays, p. 15, that “ he ſuppoſes 
« there is not a nation upon earth without ſome 
« eſtabliſhed form of worſhip; and this muſt, of 
« courſe, have ſome defence eſtabliſhed by law. 
Tf this be the caſe, I ſhould be glad to be 


informed what is the eſtabliſhed form of worſhip in 


America; and ſince the church and ſtate have 
ſuch a neceſſary dependance upon each other, I 1 
could wiſh to know by what means Scotland has 
ſubſiſted ſo long without a church at all aſſimilated 
to, and interwoven with its political government; 
to which, I believe, I might add the kingdom of 
Pruſſia, and ſeveral of the German principalities. 
When chriſtianity was firſt propagated in the 
world, it not only maintained its ground, but made 
a rapid progreſs, in oppoſition to all the eſtabliſn- 
ments which then exiſted; nor has it ever been 
benefited, in my opinion, by being taken under the 
protection of civil authority. But, at any rate, 
when religion firſt began to be annexed to the ſtate, 
it did not ſeem ſo neceſſary to the exiſtence of 
government as is now apprehended ; for Conſtantine 


* or, if you pleaſe, eſtabliſhed one ſect, 


and 


L061 


and his immediate ſucceſſor an oppoſite one, after 


which, Julian ſubverted. them both, and eſtabliſhed 


the heathen temple, inſtead of the chriſtian church ; 


yet none of theſe changes at all affected the civil 


government. 
But to return to the Teſt and Corporation Ads, 


Mr. Owen endeavours to ſhow, p. 15, 16, &c. 


that there is really nothing oppreſſive in theſe laws; . 


that if the diſſenters aſpire even to the poſts and 
honours of the ſtate; * theſe are open to them, upon 


one eaſy condition,” and that is taking the ſacra- 
ment in the way which the church preſcribes, as a 


ſecurity to the public © that they will not injure the 
ce eſtabliſhed religion, and will diſcharge the public 
c offices with a good conſcience ; a duty of which the 
« holy ſacrament is ſuppoſed to be the beſt pledge 
cc among chriſtians :”. and ſince, as he ſays, all the 
difference betweeri the members of the church, and 
diſſenters, with regard to the Lord's Supper, is © that 


ce the former receive it kneeling, in a ſuppliant atti- 


ce tude, the latter ſitting (as he has been told) in 4 
cc Rate of lazy recumbency, he ſeems to think their 


complaints can only ariſe from a perverſe and 
uncomplying temper. Now if this account of the 


matter do not contain palpable mi/repreſentation, 


I muſt profeſs myſelf totally ignorant upon the 
ſubject. Mr. Owen muſt ſurely know that giving 


ſecurity for the conſcientious diſcharge. of public 
offices, 1s a thing entirely foreign to the true deſign 
of the ſacramental teſt; and yet this is one of the 


principal conſiderations to which he directs the 


attention 
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T6 1 
attention of his readers: nor does he expreſs the 
full meaning of the teſt, when he repreſents it as a 
ſecurity that a perſon will not injure the eſtabliſhed 
religion: for what is it a teſt of, but of conformity 


to the church of England? I apprehend the unequi- 
vocal meaning of the act is this, whatever gloſs may 


be put upon it, that by receiving the ſacrament, as 


a teſt, a perſon virtually declares himſelf a member 
of the eſtabliſhment; and in this ſenſe only can it be 
ſuppoſed to anſwer its end, of ſecuring the church, 
by excluding from public offices all but its profeſſed 


members. How then it ſhould be an eaſy condition 


for a conſiſtent and conſcientious diſſenter to receive 
the ſacramental teſt, is to me inconceivable. 
The fa& is, however, that if diſſenters cannot 


ſubmit to this, they are deprived of their common 


rights as citizens: and yet, what hardſhip there 
can be in this, Mr. Owen ſays, is beyond the com- 


prehenſion of any common underſtanding, f 
With 


* If this were the primary object, every perſon's receiving the 
ſacrament in his own way, or rather the choice of public officers 
being confined to thoſe who are regular communicants, would 
more effectually anſwer the end. But this would, in my opinion, 
be abſurd, and would only tend to convert the ſacrament into 4 


cloak for hypocriſy. 


+ If any diſſenter ſhould, either in a public emergency, or 
upon any occaſion whatever, venture to undertake and ſerve any 
kind of civil or military office, without qualifying according to 


law, within a ſtated time, he is „ diſabled from thenceforth to 


* {ue or uſe any action, bill, plaint, or information in courts of 


Tt 


Wich reſpect to Mr. Owen' s obſervation on the 
difference of poſture in receiving the-ſacrament, 1 
ſuppoſe the diſſenters would, in general, allow it to 
be a matter of very little conſequence, while it is 
left to their own diſcretion. It is true, they com- 

monly prefer ſitting to kneeling, * becauſe they 

think this poſture quite as ſuitable to the occaſion, 
rather more conformable to the pattern of Chriſt 
and his diſciples, and leſs calculated to encourage 
ſuperſtition : but, I apprehend, they would object to 
this being impoſed upon them, by an authority 
which has no right to enjoin it; for it is the unau- 
thorized impoſition they diſlike, more than the 
attitude. 

From what Mr. Owen 8 p. 30, in a note, 
he ſeems not very ready to believe that there are 
any other differences, except in poſture, between 
the members of the eſtabliſned church and the 
diſſenters, with reſpect to the ſacrament. Proba- 
bly the differences are not ſo great but that ſome 
diſſenters could conſcientiouſly receive it in the 


« Jaw, or to proſecute any ſuit in any court of equity, or to be 
« guardian to any child, or executor or adminiſtrator of any 
«« perſon, or capable of any legacy or deed of gift, or to bear 
« any office within England, Wales, or Berwick upon Tweed, 
« and ſhall forfeit £500, to be recovered by him or them that 
« ſhall ſue for the ſame. . | 


* I preſume Mr. Owen is not ignorant what offence the poſ- 
ture of kneeling in the ſacrament gave, even to the members of 
the eſtabliſhed church, as being a Popiſh money . it was 
introduced by Archbiſhop Laud. 
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ks cotalickiving i it purely as a religious ſervice ; 
and, I flatter myſelf, few: of them would receive it 
as a qualification for civil offices, even in their own 
places of worſhip: becauſe, whatever Mr. Owen 
thinks, they eſteem this application of the ordinance 
a groſs proſtitutiun. The language of Chriſt was, 
ee do this in remembrance of me; the language of 
the Teſt Act is, do this that you may become a 
Juſtice of the peace, a military officer, or an exciſe- 
man. Nay, © fo low have theſe holy things been 


— that Mr. Locke informs us * men 


c have been driven to take the ſacrament to obtain 
te Jicenſes to ſell. ale. 5 

Mr. Owen ſeems much diſpleaſed, p. 1), that 
the diſſenters of a neighbouring town have illiberally 
repreſented the teſt laws as turning the church into 
a QUALIFYING OFFICE. Inſtead, however, of at- 
tempting to refute the charge, or to ſhow the in- 
juſtice of the expreſſion, he has prudently content- 


ed himſelf with this pathetic excla mation, * good 
4 God ! what a hard expreſſion this, in this age of 


« decency !” I apprehend it is of little conſequence 


whether this offenſive expreſſion has been uſed 


gravely or wapgiſhly ; F the principal queſtion- is, 
whether or not it has been uſed jth. 
In 


* See his ſecond and third Letters ON Toleration. 


+ Mr. . obſerves, in a note, P- 17, that this hard exprefiion | 
is borrowed from the Lay-author of the Right of Proteſtant 
Diſſenters to a complete Toleration &c, and ſays he has the 

| | decency 


. 5 


„ 


In the quotation from a letter to a a of - 
Parliament, p 18, 19, I think there is nothing but 


what has been already ſufficiently obviated. How- 


ever, in a note annexed to the concluſion of it, Mr. 


Owen, I think very unjuſtly, compares the ſacra- 
mental teſt, as a religious rite applied to civil 
purpoſes, to a judicial oath. What conneCtion there 


is between the profanation of an ordinance of Chriſt; 


which was appointed for a ſpecial, religious purpoſe, 
by applying it to ſecular ends, that are entirely 
foreign to its deſign; and requiring a folemn appeal 
to the Divine Being for the truth of whar a perſon 
is about to allege, in cafes. which require this 
ſolemn mode of proceeding, I have not . 
penetration to diſcover. | 


Mr. Owen proceeds, p. 19, &c. to argue that 
the complaints of the diſſenters have probably 4 


ſecret view, which they cannot yet openly avow; 


or, as he had before expreſſed himſelf, p. 15, 
which, at preſent, they dare not publicly avow ẽ] ͤ1 


and that is, the ſubverſion of the eſtabliſnment. In 


decency to put it into the th of * profane wags : : 2? not 
withſtanding, he calls him, upon the whole, « a very diſinge- 
nuous and malicious writer; and again, p. 22, note, he 
pronounces him to be, in his opinion, an inconſiſtent and ſplenetic 


writer, though the compoſer of the Liverpool Reſolutions, has 


been pleaſed to commend him. In favour of the pamphlet on 
which theſe cenſures are founded, I will take the hberty of men- 
tioning the opinion of a noble Earl, who called it in the Houſe 
of Lords, the beſt written pamphlet of the age; and as the 
judgments of men ſo widely differ upon the merits of this pub- 


lication, I would recommend it to the impartial 3 to read 


it, and judge for themſelves. 


anſwer 


2 
7 oe 


© 1 
anſwer to this, I would remind Mr. Owen of what 
Lord Chatham ſaid, on a fimilar occaſion, in the 
Houſe of Lords, upon one of the Biſhops having 
called the diſſenting miniſters men of cloſe ambition, 
ce yiz. that this was judging uncharitably, and that 
ce whoever brought ſuch a charge againſt them, 
cc without proof, defamed.” I will not pretend to 
ſet up an aſſertion of my own, in oppoſition to 
Mr. Owen; but J will preſent to the reader, a 
declaration which ought to have more weight than 
that of any individual, as expreſſing the general 
views of the diſſenters, being one of the Reſolutions 
of the deputies of proteſtant diſſenters, of the mid- 
land - diſtrict, comprehending ſeven counties; 
« That, with the ſame decided tone, with which 
« we aſſert our rights as men and chriſtians, and 
« proteſt againſt all interference of the magiſtrate 
ce jn the proper cauſe of religion, we repel, with 
« ſcorn, the imputation of all meaner and baſer 
« views. We have no latent ambition under the 
e maſk of religion. We are as ſuperior to hypo- 
ce criſy as we are to fear. We aſpire not to one 
« emolument or honour of the church. In our 
« civil capacity, we vow as pure a loyalty, as ge- 
« nerous-and ardent an affection, as liberal exer- 
« tions, and as well informed, and well principled 
« an attachment to the conſtitution of our country, 
« as its moſt favoured and honoured ſubjects can 
ec pretend to. — Our reverence of Britain, her go- 
« vernment and laws, is only in ſubordination to 
« our reverence of God and human nature.?“ 


Mr. 


1 


Mr. Owen ſays, p. 20, © It is a well known 
te fact, that theſe complaints have originated with 
ce the diſſenting miniſters ;” from which he con- 
cludes, that, as they cannot be candidates for civil 
offices, they muſt be influenced by ſome other 


ſelfiſh view; and this appears. to be, in his apprehen- 


ſion, nothing leſs than attempting ſome great 


revolution both in the church and ſtate. | It ſeems 


then, Mr. Owen has no conception that miniſters 
can act from any other than ſelf-intereſted motives. 
We think, however, that if our people are injured 
by the Teſt and Corporation Acts, this ought to 


operate as a ſufficient inducement to us, to uſe our 


beſt endeavours to obtain their repeal. 
Aſter reading the diminutive account which Mr. 


Owen gives of the number of the diſſenters, repre- 
ſenting their congregations, p. 20, as © not half of 


« them, perhaps, conſiſting of above forty or fifty 
people; and again, p 24, ſaying that he conceives 
_ theſe diſturbers of the peace © are not one to a thou- 


ſand, even in this trading country;” I confeſs, it 


appears to me not a little myſterious what reaſon 
there can be for ſo much alarm and apprehenſion, 
as he expreſſes, from ſo very inconſiderable a part 
of the community. However I ſhall take the liberty 
of obſerving, though without any deſire to increaſe 
Mr Owen's fears, that the diſſenters bear a much 
larger proportion to the whole number of inha- 
bitants in this country than he has mentioned. It 
is true, ſome of our congregations are ſmall ; but 


many. others are very conſiderable, both with 


reſpect 
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reſpect to their numbers and affluence. After de- 
voting ſome attention to the ſubje&, I am con- 
fident in believing that the diſſenters of the three 


denominations, commonly called preſbyterians, in- 


dependants and baptiſts, are conſiderably above 
a twentieth part“ of the inhabitants of this county, 


inſtead of a thouſandth. Mr. Owen then has only 
made uſe of an hyperbole, which diminiſhes the 
actual proportion of the diſſenters ſomewhat above 
fifty times; but it is a matter worthy of his conſider- 


ation, whether the application of ſuch figures, in the 
ſtatement of ſimple facts, be not leſs happy than upon 


* I have now before me a liſt of ſixty-ſeven congregations of 


proteſtant diſſenters, of the three denominations above-mentioned, 


in the county of Lancaſter. I think it will be a low compu- 


tation if they be averaged at four hundred perſons belonging to 


each. I could mention ſeveral which certainly contain above 
a thouſand each. One country congregation was found, by actual 


enumeration, ſome years ago, to conſiſt of above one thouſand 


eight hundred. However, the average above-mentioned will 


produce twenty-fix thouſand eight hundred diſſenters in the 
county. This number multiphed by twenty will give five 


hundred and thirty - ſix thouſand, for the ſum of the inhabitants; 


| which appears to me a very large eſtimate. If the whole iſland 


of Great Britain contain only 8,000,000 inhabitants, at which 
number they have been computed, this calculation will make 
thoſe of Lancaſhire only rather more than a fifteenth part of 
the two kingdoms of England and Scotland. If the Quakers, 
Moravians, Roman Catholics, &c. be added to the number of 


-the diſſenters above-mentioned, their proportion will be much 
greater; or if theſe be deducted from the general ſum, and 


the others be compared with the members of the eftabluſhed 
church only, it will till be conſiderably increaſed. 5 
| | almoſt 


[8] 

_ almoſt any other occaſion. A trifling error, with 
reſpect to the number of the diſſenters, might have 
ariſen from partial information; but it is difficult to 


account for ſo great a miſtake upon this principle. 
As the latter part of Mr. Owen's ſermon; from 


p. 21, contains little elſe but uncharitable inſinua- 
tion, and inflammatory abuſe, I do not think it de- 


ſerving of any particular notice; and ſhall therefore 


now content myſelf with making a few obſervations 


upon ſome of the remaining notes, after remarking 
only upon what is ſaid, p. 25, © The ſame meaſures 


ce are viſibly purſued now, which, i in the laſt century, 


<« terminated at laſt in the tragedy of this day. 
« Their preachers were then the xfumpeters of ſedi- 
« tion; and the conſequences which then followed 
cc may be again apprehended.” If\there be any thing, 
in the preſent proceedings of the diſſenters, uncon- 
ſtitutional, or inconſiſtent with th ce and. good 
order of ſociety, it would have been more becoming 
Mr. Owen to have brought a ſpecific charge againſt 
that part of their conduct which is wrong, than to 


have thrown out uncandid ſurmiſes, and random 


accuſations ſo liberally. With reſpect, to the 


alluſion made again to Charles I. I would re- 


mind the reader that Mr. Owen has himſelf com- 
mended the diſſenters for their oppoſition to that 


Prince, in its earlier ſtages ; and Lord Clarendon, 


who, I ſuppoſe, was never ſuſpected of partiality to 
the diſſenters, expreſsly ſays, © that the preachers 


cc who had founded the 3 loudeſt to, and 
3 « throughout 
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« throughout the war (afterwards) preached. ag 


« furiouſly againſt all wicked attempts, and violence | 


« againſt the perſon of the King.. 

In a Note, p. 24, 25, Mr. Owen ſays, 64 1 am 
« ſorry I am obliged to uſe theſe ſevere terms; but 
« where a perſon has not time, or room to examine 
« the things which he diſapproves of, with the 


«© minuteneſs of exact criticiſm, general terms of cen- 


« ſure are his only reſource, and all that can be 
cc required is that they ſhall be characteriſtic.” I 
ſhould think it better for a perſon to reſtrain his 


cenſure till he has had an opportunity of examining 


the grounds of it, ſo far as to be able to apply it 


juſtly ; and that ir ought to be uſed with ſome degree 


of caution, not to exceed the bounds of 7ruth. 


Perhaps Mr. Owen would not have appeared to 


leſs advantage, if he had paid a little more regard 
to his own obſervation, p-. 25, note, viz. That bold, 
cc unqualified aſſertions, without proofs or explana- 
ce tions, upon diſputable points, may inflame the 


« paſſions, but inform not the mind.” I ſubmit it 


to the judgment of the candid reader whether the 


following paſſages, among others that might be 


ſelected, do not fall under the laſh of his own cen- 
ſure. P. 14. The violent proceedings they (the 
ce diſſenters) are now carrying on, through the 
<« nation, are a ſufficient proof, without any hiſto- 
« rical evidence, of their reſtleſs, and I will add, 


* Clarendon's Hiſt. vol. III. part I. p. 251. 
5 ce their 


A 


„ 
« their furbulent ſpirit. ” P. 26. © There is a deter- 
ce mined hoſtility in their preſent ſpirit, which is 
« plainly capable of any exceſſes upon a return of a 
6e ſimilar opportunity.” P. 27, note, © They reſolve 
ce to perſevere, i. e. they reſolve to murmur and 
ce clamour, to plague and teaze, to diſturb and 
cc convulſe the legiſlature and the public, till they 


ce ſucceed —or, deſpairing of ſucceſs this way, till 


& they try ſome other expedient.” 


Mr. Owen concludes his notes with ſome obfor- | 
vations upon the reſolutions which the diſſenters, in 
various places, have publiſhed ; and which he ſays 
are reducible to three heads, viz RIGHTS, GRIEV- 


ANCES and the MEANS OF REDREss. The general 


tenour and ſpirit of the reſolutions which have 
appeared in the public papers, on the part of 


the difſenters, it may be preſumed, are too well 
known to require any illuſtration ; and they have, in 
general, been ſo diſtinguiſhed by their juſtice and 
moderation that they ſtand in need of no vindication. 
I ſhall, however, briefly take notice of a few of Mr. 
Owen's remarks upon them. He begins with the 
means of redreſs, and blames the diſſenters, article 1. 
for reſolving to «claim their rights, either ſepa- 
rately or collectively, at the bar of the Houſe of 
Commons.” Here I would only aſk, has not 
every individual ſubject, or claſs of ſubjects, in 
Great Britain, a conſtitutional right to petition the 
legiſlature for the redreſs of grievances, and to aſk 
the removal of them, not as matter of fayour, but 
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upon the ground of equitable claim? why then 
ſhould Lord George Gordon's name be unjuſtly 
uſed to caſt a ſtigma * our N 12 8 
ceedings! 

Article 2. We are told, FM reſolve to lay o our 
ce parliamentary repreſentatives under an expreſs and 
ce ſolemn promiſe of gratifying their wiſhes, with- 
ce out the leaft regard to their own convictions, &c.“ 
I have never heard of a ſingle diſſenter who has 
wiſhed any member of parliament to vote for the 
repeal of the Teſt and Corporation Acts, againſt 
the convictions of his own mind: I truſt ſuch a 
diſſenter does not exiſt. 
All that we have, in general, ſaid upon this ſub- - 
jet, has been recommending it to the diſſenters at 
large to ſhow a marked attention, at the enſuing 
general election, to . thoſe candidates whom they 
may have reaſon to believe friendly to the cauſe 
of civil and religious liberty ; and ſurely we have 
a 7ight to withhold our votes from thoſe candidates, 
whom, on account of their principles being op- 
polite to ours, we cannot think proper perſons to 
repreſent us in parliament, 1 

Under the head of crrevances, art. 2, Mr. Owen 
repreſents the diſſenters as arguing, that becauſe they 
are eligible into Parliament, it is a hardſhip that they 
are not equally eligible into all poſts and depart- 
ments, &c. This, I conceive, is a miſrepreſentation 
of the language which the diſſenters have uſed upon 


the ſubject. The conſideration of their being eligible 
into 


L 
into parliament, but excluded from inferior offices, 
has rather been uſed to ſhow the abſurdity, than the 
hardſhip of the Teſt Laws. It muſt ſurely be 


allowed that greater power of injuring the conſti- 
tution is put into their hands, by their being 


admitted to a ſhare in making or altering the laws, 
than they could derive from being merely entruſted 
with the execution of them; and therefore, as the 
greater privilege has not been withheld from them 
by the legiſlature, and no harm has ariſen to the 
ſtate from their enjoyment of it, they contend that 
it is an inconſiſtency and abſurdity, as well as in- 
Juſtice, to deprive them of the leſs. 

Under the head of xichrs, Mr. Owen charges 
the diſſenters with having confounded together the 
rights which flow from the law of nature, from the 
laws of ſociety, and from the go/pel, with the moſt 


illogical diſorder of ideas. The argument which 


he uſes to ſet aſide the claim of rights upon the 
footing of the goſpel is a curious one indeed; viz. 
ce that the kingdom of Chriſt is not of this world; 

« nor meddles with the conſtitutions, or orders, or 
« offices of political bodies :” that is to ſay, religion 
has nothing to do with civil government; to which 
I give my hearty aſſent. If I had been aſked to 
produce a paſſage or two of ſcripture which militate 
moſt ſtrongly againſt the preſent conſtitution of the 
church of England, as having its intereſts inter- 
woven with thoſe of the ſtate; and which moſt 


NE we the pretended. right of the 
legiſlature 
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legiſlature to make political diſtinctions on account 
of religion, I think the firſt that I ſhould have 
mentioned would have been that ſtriking declaration 
of Chriſt quoted by Mr. Owen, © my kingdom is 

not of this world;” and perhaps I ſhould have 
followed it with that command of his, upon another 
occaſion, © render therefore unto Cæſar the things 
which are Cæſar's; and unto God the * which | 
are God's.” | | 

With reſpect to the BPR 4. men in a ſtate of 
ſociety, 1 believe them to be, ſo far as relates to 
religion, exactly the ſame as in a ſtate of nature; 
conceiving of a political community to be, what the 
layman, whom Mr. Owen ſo freely abuſes, has 
defined it, viz. © the union of a number of indivi- | 
« duals, each thinking for himſelf in matters of 

e religion, for the purpoſe merely of protecting 
te their perſons and property from injury.“ The 
rights of conſcience are ſo entirely out of the pro- 
vince of human juriſdiction, ſo independant and 
ſacred in their nature, that they never can be ſur- 
rendered into the hands of mortals, without a 
violation of our duty to God. 

Mr. Owen ſeems to argue upon the principle, : 
that men reſign all their natural rights by entering 
into a ſtate of ſociety, and that the legiſlature may, 
in all caſes, circumſcribe the liberties and claims of 
individuals, at its own diſcretion : nor do we dif- 
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pute the power or conſtitutional authority of the legi- 
ſlature to make and enforce laws for the government 
of the ſtate ; but we ſay that, even in civil matters, 


it cannot do right in making, or continuing, partial 


and unjuſt laws; and we found our preſent claims, 
not upon a legal, but an equitable right, of which 


we think we ought not to be deprived, without 


having forfeited it by our miſconduct. If it be ſaid 


that the diſabilities ariſing from the Teft and Cor- 
poration Acts are not intended for the puniſhment 
of our opinions, but merely for the ſecurity of the 
eſtabliſhed. church, I would obſerve, that they 
certainly operate as a puniſhment upon the perſons 
whom they immediately affect, and that too, with- 
out any crime being imputed to them: and might 
not the ſame argument be uſed, with equal propri- 


| ety, to juſtify perſecution in its greateſt ſeverities ? - 
I imagine thoſe who formerly thought it right to 
hang and burn people, on account of their diſſent 


from the eſtabliſned religion, would have pleaded, 
that their conduct did not ariſe from a vindictive 
ſpirit, nor was deſigned for the puniſhment of the 
ſufferers, but only for the prevention of greater 
evils, and the ſecurity of the true church. 


Mr. Owen concludes his notes with ſaying, “ at 


c leaſt, let the preſent teſt remain till as good a one 


te can be found out, or ſome able diſſenting writer 
cc has clearly ſhown that two or more co-ordinate 


« eſtabliſhments can ſubſiſt together in any ſtate; 
cc or that there are ſufficient revenues in the church 
| | cc for 
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ec for the maintenance both of the clergy and diflent- 
ec ing miniſters.” I make not the leaſt pretention to 
the character which Mr. Owen here particularly calls 
upon; but I ſhall take the liberty to obſerve, that, 
if the matter be reſted upon the ſimple fact, that 
two co-ordinate eſtabliſhments can ſubſiſt together, 


an inſtance of it is found in the kingdom of Pruſſia, 


where Lutheraniſm and Calviniſm are both eſta- 
bliſhed.* However, this 1s little to the purpoſe, as 
affecting the diſſenters; becauſe they do. not, in 
general, approve of any human eſtabliſhment in reli- 
gion ; but wiſh to ſee chriſtianity ſtand upon its 
own proper foundation, as eſtabliſhed by God, not by 
Rs: Ss 128 859 
I have now taken notice of every thing which 
has appeared to me material in Mr. Owen's Sermon, 
and the notes annexed to it. Without treſpaſſing | 
further, therefore, upon the reader's patience, I 
ſhall conclude with preſenting to his view the libe- 
ral ſentiments of the famous Penn, governor of 
Penſylvania, extracted from a letter which he 
addreſſed to Dr. Tillotſon, in order to obviate an 
unjuſt opinion, which ſome entertained of him, as 
being a papiſt in diſguiſe; © I know not a jeſuit or 
« prieſt in the world: and yet I am a catholic, 
te though not a Roman. I have bowels for man- 
« kind, and dare not deny others, what I crave for 
”y myſelf, I mean, liberty for the exerciſe of my 


* Guthric's 8 85 Pruflia, art, Religion | 
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« religion ; thinking faith, piety and providence, a 

e better ſecurity than force; and that when truth 
ce cannot prevail, with her own weapons, all others 

ce will fail her. I am no Roman Catholic, but 

« a Chriſtian, whoſe creed is the ſcripture, of the 

c. truth of which I hold a nobler evidence, than 
* the beſt church authority in the world,” * * 
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